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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to Remarks filed 1 1/28/2005. 

2. Claims 1-6, 8-15, 17-24, 26-28, 30-35, 37-42 and 44-48 are pending. Claims 1, 
10, 19, 28, 35 and 42 are independent. Claims 1, 5, 10-15, 17-19, 23, 28, 35, and 37- 
41 have been amended. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/28/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicants' argues that Lakritz does not describe anything about a translation 
of a localizable string including a user-supplied translation and that Lakritz does not 
describe prompting a user for confirmation of the identifying of a localizable string. 
However, the examiner argues that that Lakritz teaches the user is able to input text to 
the translated the webpage, and further, a user is able to create user-defined term 
databases, where the user is able to select or supply the translation to be used for the 
selected languages (col. 28, lines 24-34 and 63-67 and col. 29, lines 1-30). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-6, 8-15, 17-24, 26-28, 30-35, 37-42 and 44-48 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Lakritz (6,623,529). 

As to claims 1 and 10, Lakritz teaches: 

a markup language, document (HTML content, col. 7, line 19); 

identifying a localizable string within said token (col. 7, lines 27-29) 

creating a file including a translation of at least one said localizable string 
(separating country or regional content from the structure of the document into a 
separate file, where that file can be updated, col. 7, lines 12-18); 

wherein said translation includes a user-supplied translation (creating user- 
defined term databases, where the user is able to supply the translations to be used, 
col. 28, lines 24-34 and 63-67 and col. 29, lines 1-30); 

creating a second file including non-localized data from said document 
(separating out the country or regional content into a separate file, leaving the other 
content in a separate file, col. 7, lines 12-18); and 

merging said first file and said second file (finding the correct localization file, and 
putting the files back together, col. 7, lines 18-20). 
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As to claim 19, Lakritz teaches: 

a processor (a computer, col. 3, lines 25, which would necessarily include a 
processor); 

a memory storing program instructions (a computer with applications, col. 3, lines 
25, which would necessarily include a memory); 

identifying a localizable string within said token (col. 7, lines 27-29) 

creating a file including a translation of at least one said localizable string 
(separating country or regional content from the structure of the document into a 
separate file, where that file can be updated, col. 7, lines 12-18); 

wherein said translation includes a user-supplied translation (creating user- 
defined term databases, where the user is able to supply the translations to be used, 
col. 28, lines 24-34 and 63-67 and col. 29, lines 1-30); 

creating a second file including non-localized data from said document 
(separating out the country or regional content into a separate file, leaving the other 
content in a separate file, col. 7, lines 12-18); and 

merging said first file and said second file (finding the correct localization file, and 
putting the files back together, col. 7, lines 18-20). 

As to claims 28, and 35, Lakritz teaches: 

identify at least one token within said document (col. 7, lines 27-29); 
identify a localizable string within said token (col. 7, lines 27-29); 
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prompting a user for confirmation of said identifying a localizable string (creating 
user-defined term databases, where the user is prompted to supply a translation for 
each language to be used, col. 28, lines 24-34 and 63-67 and col. 29, lines 1-30); 

extract said localizable string from said document (separating country or regional 
content from the structure of the document into a separate file, where that file can be 
updated, col. 7, lines 12-18); 

translate at least one said extracted localizable string (supplying a translation, 
col. 7, lines 36-40); 

extracting non-localizable string from said document (separating out the country 
or regional content into a separate file, leaving the other content in a separate file, col. 
7, lines 12-18); and 

merging said extracted non-localizable data with at least one of said translated 
extracted localizable string and said extracted localizable string (finding the correct 
localization file, and putting the files back together, col. 7, lines 18-20). 

As to claim 42, Lakritz teaches: 

a processor (a computer, col. 3, lines 25, which would necessarily include a 
processor); 

a memory storing program instructions (a computer with applications, col. 3, lines 
25, which would necessarily include a memory); 

identify at least one token within said document (col. 7, lines 27-29); 
identify a localizable string within said token (col. 7, lines 27-29); 
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prompt a user for confirmation of said identifying a localizable string (creating 
user-defined term databases, where the user is prompted to supply a translation for 
each language to be used, col. 28, lines 24-34 and 63-67 and col. 29, lines 1-30); 

extract said localizable string from said document (separating country or regional 
content from the structure of the document into a separate file, where that file can be 
updated, col. 7, lines 12-18); 

translate at least one said extracted localizable string (supplying a translation, 
col. 7, lines 36-40); 

extracting non-localizable string from said document (separating out the country 
or regional content into a separate file, leaving the other content in a separate file, col. 
7, lines 12-18); and 

merging said extracted non-localizable data with at least one of said translated 
extracted localizable string and said extracted localizable string (finding the correct 
localization file, and putting the files back together, col. 7, lines 18-20). 

As to claims 2, 1 1 , and 20, Lakritz teaches prompting a user for confirmation of 
said identifying at least one localizable string (users are allowed to edit the information, 
col. 8, lines 53-56, further creating user-defined term databases, where the user is 
prompted to supply a translation for each language to be used, col. 28, lines 24-34 and 
63-67 and col. 29, lines 1-30). 
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As to claims 3, 12 and 21, Lakritz teaches creating a third file including at least 
one said localizable string (creating a separate file for each of the country or regions for 
the content to be translated into (col. 7, lines 12-18), which would necessary include 
creating a third or more file). 

As to claims 4, 13 and 22, Lakritz teaches merging includes merging said third 
file (merging the files based on the needed translation (col. 7, lines 12-18, and 27-40), 
where it would be necessary that if the information from the third file was needed, that 
information would be merged). 

As to claims 5, 14, 23, 30, 37 and 44, Lakritz teaches editing said first file to 
provide said user-supplied translation (creating user-defined term databases, where the 
user is prompted to supply a translation for each language to be used, the user is able 
to add, delete or insert translations, col. 28, lines 24-34 and 63-67 and col. 29, lines 1- 
30). 

As to claims 6, 15, 24, 31 , 38, and 45, Lakritz teaches merging further includes 
recording said user-supplied translation within said first file into a dictionary module 
(saving the visitors translations for a later use, col. 8, lines 53-60). 

As to claims 8, 17, 26, 33, 40 and 47, Lakritz teaches screening a string of 
characters with said document whether said string of characters is at least one of 
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bounded and unbounded (finding a string to be translated that is bounded by the tags, 
col. 7, line 35). 

As to claims 9, 18, 27, 34, 41 and 48, Lakritz teaches said localizable string 
includes at least one of data and executable code (a string in text, col. 7, lines 35-36). 

As to claims 32, 39, and 46, Lakritz teaches one of a dictionary translation and a 
user-supplied translation (using a dictionary translation and a user supplied translation, 
col. 7, lines 45, and col. 8, lines 53-56, creating user-defined term databases, where the 
user is prompted to supply a translation for each language to be used, col. 28, lines 24- 
34 and 63-67 and col. 29, lines 1-30). 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas E. Shortledge whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-7612. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on (571 )272-7602. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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